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Opinion Number: 2015 - 124108 Opinion Codes: 

Rate Case Items - Opposed 

Opinion Date: 8/21/2015 11:08 AM 
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First Name: Rodney Lee 

Street Address: 

City: 

<e< REDACTED >>> 

Last Name: Smith 

State: 

Account Name: Rodney Lee Smith 

Zip Code: 

L 
Company: Arizona Public Service Company Division: Electric 

Nature Of Opinion: 

Docket Number: E-01345A-13-0248 Docket Position: Against 

E-0 1 345A-13-0248 ELECTRIC OPPOSED 

Simply stated that th poor c n not afford solar. That the poor are bearing the cost of solar because they can not afforc 
it is incorrect. Companies like Solar City provide very inexpensive solar leases which increase electrical-efficiency. The 
APS argument like the previous TEP argument are incorrect and only consider units purchased; however, in both 
cases the grid is not damaged, because the load stays in a local area and does not cause an imbalance within the 
complete system. This decreases maintenance and transmission costs. It does not increase them for the utility 
companies. Penalizing solar users and producers for the utilities lack of planning is not appropriate. 

r-4 
5 2  a< VI 

Date: User: Submitted By: N&Jypez 
m-i G) 

8/21/2015 Tom Davis Other I m t j g a t i w  

Entered for the record and docketed. CLOSED "x - 

Notes: G ?  

IIJ 

m c 3  - rn 
ZJ i'' 577 w k;-J 

- - J 
--i 2 

C 3  'I. 1 r- ,. 
VI 
L?l 

AUG 2 1 2015 


